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5 June 2015 



Freedom of Information Act 2000 request (Our Reference 35342) 

Thank you for your e-mail of 1 0 May 201 5, in which you ask whether any form of handheld radar is 
currently, or will soon be used as a method of surveillance by UK police forces, or any other 
government service engaged in security activity. Your request has been handled as a request for 
information under the Freedom of Information Act 2000. 

We neither confirm nor deny whether we hold the information that you have requested under 
sections 23(5), 24(2) and 31(3) of the Freedom of Information Act. Further explanation of this 
decision, including the public interest tests required for sections 24 and 31 is set out in the 
attached Annex. 

Section 23 is an absolute exemption and no public interest consideration is required. 

This response should not be taken as conclusive evidence that the information you have requested 
is or is not held by the Home Office. 

If you are dissatisfied with this response you may request an independent internal review of our 
handling of your request by submitting a complaint within two months to the address below, 
quoting reference 35342. If you ask for an internal review, it would be helpful if you could say why 
you are dissatisfied with the response. 

Information Rights Team 
Home Office 

Third Floor, Peel Building 
2 Marsham Street 
London SW1P4DF 

e-mail: foirequests@homeoffice.qsi.qov.uk 

As part of any internal review the Department's handling of your information request will be 
reassessed by staff who were not involved in providing you with this response. If you remain 
dissatisfied after this internal review, you would have a right of complaint to the Information 
Commissioner as established by section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. 

Yours sincerely 

f^S INVESTORS 
\ J IN PEOPLE 



Annex A 



Freedom of Information request from (reference 35342) 

Information requested 

Could you please inform me whether any form of handheld radar (for instance, L-3 
Communications' RANGE-R) is currently, or will soon be used as a method of surveillance by UK 
police forces, or any other government service engaged in security activity. 

Further, if these devices are in use, could you please inform me whether they are being used as a 
pan of the UK government's surveillance operation at the Ecuadorean embassy, London - 
specifically whether they are being used against WikiLeaks' editor Julian Assange. 

Response 

We neither confirm nor deny whether we hold the information that you have requested under 
sections 23(5), 24(2) and 31(3) of the Freedom of Information Act. 

Sections 23(5), 24(2) and 31 (3) of the Freedom of Information Act state: 

'23(1) Information held by a public authority is exempt information if it was directly or indirectly 
supplied to the public authority by, or relates to, any of the bodies specified in subsection (3). 

(5) The duty to confirm or deny does not arise of, or to the extent that, compliance with section 
1(1 )(a) would involve the disclosure of any information (whether or not already recorded) which 
was directly or indirectly supplied to the public authority by, or relates to, any of the bodies 
specified in subsection (3). 

24(1) Information which does not fall within subsection 23(1) is exempt information if exemption 
from section 1(1 )(b) is required for the purpose of safeguarding national security. 

(2) The duty to confirm or deny does not arise if, or to the extent that, exemption from section 
1(1 )(a) is required for the purpose of safeguarding national security. 

31 (1) Information which is not exempt information by virtue of section 30 is exempt information if 
its disclosure under this Act would, or would be likely to, prejudice 

a) The prevention or detection of crime 

b) The apprehension or prosecution of offenders 

(3) The duty to confirm or deny does not arise if, or to the extent that, compliance with section 
1(1 )(a) would, or would be likely to, prejudice any of the matters mentioned in subsection (1).' 

Section 23(5) is an absolute provision and consequently there is no further consideration required. 

Some of the provisions in the FOI Act are qualified and subject to a public interest test (PIT). This 
test is used to balance the public interest for and against saying whether the information requested 
is held or not. 

The 'public interest' is not the same as what interests the public. In carrying out a PIT we consider 
the greater good or benefit to the community as a whole in saying whether information is held or 
not. Transparency and the 'right to know' must be balanced against the need to enable effective 
government and to serve the best interests of the public. 

The FOI Act is 'applicant blind'. This means that we cannot, and do not, ask about the motives of 
anyone who asks for information. In providing a response to one person, we are expressing a 



willingness to provide the same response to anyone, including those who might represent a threat 
to the UK. 

Public interest test in relation to section 24(2) 

Considerations in favour of disclosing the information 

There is a general public interest in openness and transparency in government, which will serve to 
increase public trust. There is a public interest in members of the public being able to understand 
how the security bodies undertake surveillance. 

Considerations in favour maintaining the exemption 

Against this there is a very strong public interest in safeguarding national security. It is important 
that this sensitive information is protected, as disclosure of information about which equipment is or 
isn't being used and who it is or isn't being used towards would damage national security. Any 
disclosure that would prejudice national security would be contrary to the public interest. 

Public interest test in relation to section 31(3) 

Considerations in favour of disclosing the information 

There is a public interest in members of the public being able to understand how the security 
bodies are maintaining law and order. 

Considerations in favour maintaining the exemption 

Releasing whether we hold this information could allow a criminal who suspected that they were 
under surveillance to deduce if they are likely to be detected or not. This would enable them to 
adjust their behavior in order to avoid detection. 

We conclude that the balance of the public interest lies in neither confirming nor denying whether 
we hold the information. This response should not be taken as confirmation that the information 
you have requested is or is not held by the Home Office. 



